

REMARKS 



Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration of the restriction requirement set forth 
in the last office action with respect to claims 11-13. Applicants submit that due to the 
similarity of the claims, simultaneous search and examination of all claims will not put an 
undue burden on the Examiner. Accordingly, Examination of all claims in a single 
application is appropriate. 

In response to the new grounds of rejection set forth by the Examiner, Applicant has 
amended the claims to include an additional requirement that the specified parts be secured in 
a fixed permanent relationship. The art of record provides no teaching or suggestion 
whatsoever regarding the claimed invention. The art cited by the Examiner are directed to 
much different technology and those skilled in the manufacture of imaging devices would not 
look to the cited art in order to solve the problem of temporarily securing imaging devices for 
providing a permanent fixed relationship. Furthermore, there is no teaching or suggestion in 
these references to make the structure as now claimed. 

Accordingly, in light of the foregoing, Applicant requests that the Examiner now 
withdraw the rejections and allow all claims in the application. 



Date: June 13, 2003 




'Robert J. Depke / 
HOLLAND &TCNIGHT LLC 
131 SoutliD^arborn, 30 th Floor 
Chicago, Illinois 60603 
Tel: (312)422-9050 
Attorney for Applicant 
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I hereby certify that on June 13, 2003, this correspondence is being deposited with the 
United States Postal Service as Express Mail, Post Office to Addressee, in an envelope 
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Mail Stop RCE 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
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